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Sir: 



In reply to the November 13, 2003 Office Action, reconsideration of the rejections is 
respectfully requested in light of the following remarks. 

Claims 1-61 are pending. 
Re jection Ur^lpr ^5 TT.S.C. § 102(b) 

The Office Action rejects claims 30-34 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) over U.S. Patent 
4,551,819 to Michl et al. ("Michl"). Applicants respectfully traverse the rejection. 

Michl does not disclose each and every element of claim 30. Claim 30 recites "[a]n 
optical recording apparatus comprising: a light source that generates recording light; aspatial 
.pt^..! n.oHu1ator ti^.t .nntrnllnhlv rota tes a nolarizat ion anple of said recording light ; and a 
focusing optical system that performs multilevel modulation of an azimuth of an optical 
recording layer within an optical recording medium by directing the recording light obtained 
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through the spatial optical modulator to the optical recording medium" (emphasis added). 
Michl does not anticipate such an apparatus. 

The Office Action asserts that Michl teaches an optical recording apparatus having all 
of the elements of claim 30. In particular, the Office Action asserts that Michl discloses a 
light source that generates a recording light (FIG. 9), and a spatial modulator 19 that 
controUably rotates a polarization angle of the recording light (FIGS. 5 and 6; column 2, lines 
6-14; column 6, lines 39-41). Notwithstanding these assertions, nowhere does Michl disclose 
a spatial optical modulator that controllably rotates a polarization angle of a recording light, 

as recited in claim 30. 

The purported disclosure of a light source that generates a recording light (FIG. 9) is 
not a recording light source, but rather a reading light source. Columns 12-15 of Michl, 
including the description of FIG. 9 at column 13, line 65 to column 14, line 15, are plainly 
referring to an apparatus for reading information that has been recorded on a recording 
medium, not recording such information. Similarly, the purported disclosure of a spatial 
modulator that controllably rotates a polarization angle of light, refers to the process of 
reading and not recording . The cited passage at column 2, lines 6-14 refers to a light beam 
modulator, but does not disclose what property of emitted light is being modulated, much less 
that the polarization angle of emitted Ught is being modulated. FIGS. 5 and 6 and the 
description thereof at column 6, lines 39-41, like FIG. 9, refer to a light source used in 
reading information , not recording information. Nowhere does Michl disclose a spatial 
optical modulator that controllably rotates a polarization angle of a recording light as required 

in the claimed invention. 

Michl's teachings regarding recording or "writing" on a recording medium 
conspicuously lack any disclosure regarding the modulation of the polarization angle of a 
recording light. The only characteristics of the recording light in Michl that are varied are 
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p„,.e length a.d intensity. See co.utnn 15, lines 22-26. As Michl includes no teaching of a 
spatial optica, modulator that cont„,llably states a polarization angle of a light. 
Michl cannot be said to disclose each and every element of claim 30. 

Claim 30 is not anticipated by Michl. Claims 31-34 depend ftom claim 30, and thus, 

also are not anticipated by Michl. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 

rejection of claims 30-34 as anticipated by Michl are respectfully requested. 

D. jf<-.tinnUnJ "''^"S''' S103fa) 

TT.e Office Action rejects claims 1-29 and 35-61 under 35 O.S.C. §103(a) over U.S. 

Patent 5,251.197 to Uube et al. ("Leube") in view of Michl. Applicants respectMly traverse 

the rejection. 

uube does not teach or suggest each and every feamre of the rejected claims. Mich, 
does no. cure the deficiencies of Leube. Each of me claims 1-29 and 35-61 recttes, in one , 
form or mother, that the polarisation angle of a recording light is controlled. For example, 
claim 1 recites "[ajn optical recording material that changes a state of photo-induced 
birefringence in response to a recording li^t that is externally controlled ftom the optical 
recording medium to rotate a polarization angle of the recording light." Similarity, claim 22 
recites "controlling a polarization angle of a recording li^t emitted ftom a Ugh. source, the 
recording Ugh. externally controlled from an optical reconiing medium to rotate the 
polarization angle of dte recording light," and claim 46 recites "[ajn optical recording medium 
in which an azimu* of an optical element that acts substanrially as a half-wave p,a.e is 
„,ul.i,evel recorded in response .o a po,ariza.ion angle of a recording Ugh. .ha. is ex.en,a,ly 
controlled fh,m the optica, recording medium to ro.a.e Ute polariza.ion angle of *e recording 
Ugh,.. The combinarion of L.ube and Michl would no. have rendered obvious such media, 
methods or apparatuses. 
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The Office Action concedes that Leube does not teach or suggest media, methods or 
apparatuses in which a recording light is externally controlled from a optical recording 
medium to rotate a polarization angle of the recording light. The Office Action argues, 
however, that Michl remedies the deficiencies of Leube by teaching a writing beam with an 
external polarizer. As explained above, Michl includes no such teaching. Michl teaches 
control of the polarization angle of incident light only in the context of a reading light, not a 
recording light . The claimed media, methods and apparatuses recite the control of 
polarization angle of a recording light. Nothing in Michl teaches or suggests such media, 
methods and apparatuses. For at least these reasons, Michl does not cure the deficiencies of 
Leube. 

For at least these reasons, the combination of Leube and Michl does not teach, 
disclose or suggest each and every feature of claims 1-29 and 35-61 . Thus, the combination 
of Leube and Michl would not have rendered obvious the subject matter of claims 1-29 and 
35-61 . Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection are respectfully 
requested. 
Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of claims 1-61 are 
earnestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to place 
this application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

JamesA. Oliff ^ / 

Registration No. 27,075 / 



Jacob A. Doughty 
Registration No. 46,671 
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Date: February 12, 2004 
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